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Comment on the Department of Energy’s Recommendation
’ of the Yucca Mountain Site

Ef My comments on the Yucea IMountain Froject are as follows:
{ Decision documnents are incomplete without a full anelysis of transportation impacts.
ﬁ All gpent fuel disposal alternatives should be thoroughly studied prior to a site recommendation decision.

ﬂ. A "fexible” sct of evolving design scenarios with vatiable operational modes is msufﬁcwnt for a suitability
decision.

The design should contain waste within the repository as long as it remains hazardous to people and the
cuviropment.

Asite recommendation should not be made until the comment;ﬁadé Sy the public on the Draft
Bavironmental Impact Statement have been adequately addressed and released for public review.

O Other

Comments:

The Department of Bnergy has released the Prehmmayy Site Sua’tabiho: Evaluanan fara gen!ngic repasitory at Yucea
Mountgin for public review and comment. “This is the ﬁnaloppomuuty tizens will have to voice their concems be-

fore the Secretary of Buergy makes his recuizunendation to the pnmdmt DOE is reguired to consider all comments
submitted regarding the impacts of bu:ldmg and opemtmg ] repomory, including transportation.

My vomments are: In visw: 5f veéent avents, ‘tramsportatfom {Asuea need thorough examinaetion.

Unlike many hazardous and toxic materials, zadioactive wastes cannot easily be contained and
cleaned up. Ont¢e the materials are in the water and the air, they can cause harm for eeznturle
to come. The potential damage is a real threat whether the accident occurs “naturally" (e.g.
eraln wrecks cast of Baccle Mounrain 6/0! and Wendover $/12/01) or "nnnaturally" by tarrorists
The tramsportation of suclear waste by rail or by truck creates potential risk for a large
segment of the U.}. population. A repository at Yucca Mountain is ‘a dangerous proposition.
Further, the repository at Yucca Mountain hap been promoted as belug able to cotpain the

g:uluglually.."Reccht studies show that the arca is more recently voleanic and the
make the ‘casks bette

wasLe
site has more water permeabiiify thdn previously thought. ' Thé response:
Yet, the original cask materials that were supposedly "100X scientifically guaranteed" are now
known 'to correde. "“Let science decide” - I don't thiRk'sc,! Science once thoupht that: DPT was

safe.
Other fuel disposal alrernatives must be thoroughly studied., Recommending Yucca Mountain

ae an appropriate repesitory increases danger to eall Americans, not just to Nevadans, for

generations to coms.
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FROM: 34¢
stamp
bere
TO' Carol Hanlon o
S&ER Products Manager
.~ U. 8. Department of Energy .

Yucca Mountain Site Characterization Office.

P.O. Box 30307 M/S 025

North Xas Vegas, NV §9036-0307

Pold, tape, and MAIL your comments to the address above,
FAX your comments to DQE: 1-800-967-0739.
Or, comment by E-MAIL: YMP_SR@ymp.gov. T

DOE: Please add my comments to the officlal record. Here is my name, address, and signature
Nami¢ Susan E. Fve
Address ___r.0, Box 211090

Town!StatelZm Crescent VAlley, NV_ 89821

=

Signature = » Date _10-01-01





